
r'/ - -  mm*r JohnRampe 
1 02/12/98 08 24 AM x 
> 

To Fred GerdemadampphffoO RFFO 
cc 
Subject DPP Comments 

Fred 

Here are Edd's comments I actually don't think they're that bad, apart from thO somewhat exasperated 
tone IF' 
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@"'-ce?l, E M  Kray !" 02/12/98 06 47 AM / 
To John Rampe/amppJ~ffoO RFFO 
cc 
Subject DPPCommnts 

John, 

Here are the comments I sent back to CDPH to change much at all this moming 

steve tarltonestate co us 
chns gilbreath 0 state co , Steve gunderson 0 state co us / To 

bCC 
Subject DPP Comments 

Comments on the 2/5/98 a/oE DPP 

cc 

ocument appears to be pnmarily a legal document outlining DOES 
decommissioning rather than any picture of what they will actually do in 

discuss what IS covered by RFCA and what IS not, what documents we are 
ve; what documents we get for info only ( and have no authonly to 

we have a legal rewew of this doc by our AG I would like to see Dan craft and insert 
supports our authority and indicates that we have authonly over decommissioning in a 
nse, e g we review anything we need to ensure the safety of the project, comment on 
of concern, expect responses and revisions whenever we need them, inspect their 

when things are unacceptable, and so on 

nt which makes a farce out of our 'regulation" of decommissbning 



For example, p l  , par 1 FIRST SENTENCE I! This DPP is said to "outline the -step to be used 
for decommissionmg contaminated buildings' Immediately they limit the scope of the document to 
regulatory steps vo any meaningful plcture of how work will be accomplished safely, without any release to 
the public or envlmnrnant. Adddionally they immediately limn the scope of the DPP to contaminated 
buildings ContamGated by who's standards? by what determination? Our premise should be that any 
building at RFETS is contaminated until p r ~ ~ e n  otherwise by a valid survey 

The text is filled 

D X n d  

limding our authonty and needs a comprehenslve AG review It must 
be c o n s i s t p  Perhaps inserting the language from these sections into the 

weep to find any confltcting assertions by RFETS is necessary 

the FDMP. noting d IS not subject to regulatory approval I don't want to hear 
subject to regulatory approval wdhin the DPP If it's not subject to approval it's 
delete the reference The DPP must contain regulatory commdments. If DOE is not 

Dan include language which descnbes the authonties, nghts, 

don't even mention lt in the DPP 

nsibilities that CDPHE possesses in relation to regulating decommissioning Discuss the legal 
Our view not theirs !!!I 

in one sentence they say the DPP is the 'legal vehde...' and in 
the dismantlement and demoliton process' How I WISM 

k 

1 1 4. I don't believe their definnion nor view of an RSOP is in accord with ours An RSOP is - 
needs careful revw and revmion The 

used input from the WG in 

P issue was not discussed in our recent negotiations and remains a big point of contention 

solutton would be to chuck this 

7 p5, sec 1 4 Delete mention of the unoffcial, hence meaningless FDMP Delete any reference to a 

activities, decisions are actually regulated If we cant review or approve then were not regulating the 

P over whch RFETS claims (inaccurately) we have no authority Include a meaningful discussion of 
regulatton of decommissioning really means and what CDPHE authonty covers. What documents, 

is as ' The RLC will be used to determine the initial classifcation of 

Is wdh HVAC systems, removal of whlch is 

ion necessary to establish a safe and stable conddion is undefined 

of holdup mean? 

I of equipment to 'disposal of nonfixed equipment' 
delete 

d) what does remove 
e) what does removal of- mean? this is as much a part of 

Ps/ Discuss what RFETS intention is relating to preparation, 

u 

, 
4 
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p 12 I don? understand the need to close the administrative record after approval of the decision 

4 2 1 f@t par Why is the management and resolution of hazards outside the RFCA 
Why is hazards assessment information for info only? This is completely unacceptable 

change to The RLC will contain sufficient detail to -the 
mmissioning activities 

approach change 'summary of project activities' to a list and descnption of project 
'summaty of 

hazards on page 

l e r s t  sentence change "the site 

last sentence " I n d u e  to a third party validation' is not a meaningful commttment 
it or they're not Elther commit to independent venfcation or ask us to ' ' t ~ s t  you". (same - 0.7 a = C r h . r  .f+b ( r c b & D o o ~ ,  


